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Preliminary Assessment
Battey General Hospital
Rome, Floyd County, Georgia

Introduction

Under authority of The Comprehensive Environmental Response Compensation , and
Liability Act of 1980 (CERCLA) and the Superfund Amendments and Reauthorization
Act of 1986 (SARA), the Georgia Environmental Protection Division (EPD), Hazardous
Waste Management Branch, Region 4 conducted a Preliminary Assessment (PA) at the
Battey General Hospital (now the Northwest Regional Hospital) site in Floyd County,
Georgia. The purpose of this investigation was to collect information concerning
conditions at the Battey General Hospital sufficient to assess the threat posed to human
health and the environment and to determine the need for additional CERCLA/SARA or
other appropriate action. The scope of the investigation included a review of available
file information, telephone communication with key individuals and a target survey.

Site Description, Operational History, and Waste Characteristics
Location

ZY-Battey General Hospital (now operating as Northwest Georgia Regional Hospital) was
located northwest of the city of Rome, Floyd County, Georgia. The geographic
coordinates are 34°16’44" North latitude and 85°12°30" West longitude (Ref. 1). The site
location is shown in Figure 1 (Ref. 1).

Site Description and Operational History

The acquisition of the facility was authorized due to military necessity under general
order No. 23, dated May 15, 1943. The site comprised approximately 160 acres of land
consisting of five tracts acquired in fee by declaration of taking for a specified amount
of money ($13,499). (Ref. 12). Battey General Hospital was a 1500 bed military hospital
under the command of the Army Service Forces, Fourth Service Command. The facility
included administrative and operational buildings, recreational facilities, military housing,
and had the capacity to accommodate 2,000 patients (Ref. 12).

In January 1946, Battey General Hospital was declared surplus by the War Department.
Accountability for the site was assumed by the Federal Works Agency in March 1946.
In January 1947, the entire facility with the exception of the chapel was conveyed to the
State of Georgia by quitclaim deed. (Ref. 12) The facility now operating as Northwest
Georgia Regional Medical Center, employing 800 full and part time workers (Ref. 6).
Land use surrounding the site consists of residential, commercial, industrial and mining
(Ref. 6).
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Waste Characteristics

According to the U.S. Army Inventory Project Report (Ref. 12) of April 16, 1991, for site
no. 104GA41800, a large number (one boxcar) of full paint cans was buried during the
operation of the military hospital between 1943 and 1946. The exact burial location is
unknown and is thought to have taken place around the vicinity of Building 901 (steam
plant) and the handball court (Ref. 8). There is no recorded documentation to verify
burial of the boxcar and the paint on site (Ref. 5, 6 and 8). This information was
presented by a hospital employee who stated that he had buried the paint cans during the
period of Department of Defense ownership (1943-1946) (Ref. 12). Fred F. Moser (Ref.
5) conducted a site assessment of the facility on September 13, 1990. During the site
assessment, Fred Moser met with Institutional and Maintenance Engineers who were
unable to provide factual information about the disposition of the paint. A telephone
conversation with Fred Moser on 9/27/92 and 9/28/92 confirmed that he found no records
to substantiate the burial of paint on site. A Preliminary Assessment of the Battey
General Hospital was conducted by the Department of the Army, the following
information is presented:

a. It was determined that the site was formerly used as a 1,500 bed military hospital
by the Army (Ref. 12).

b. It was determined that there is hazardous waste at the site eligible for cleanup
under the Defense Environmental Restoration Program (DERP) for Formerly Used
Defense Sites (FUDS) (Ref. 12). The determination that hazardous wastes exists
on site was not supported by analytical data and was made based on a site visit
and interviews with certain individuals (Ref. 5). There is no evidence of releases
or suspected release of hazardous substances on site that could be associated with
the burial of paint during the period of 1943-1946.

c. It was recommended that the proposed clean up of the site under the DERP-FUDS
program be approved.

Ground Water Pathway

Hydrogeologic Setting

The Battey General Hospital (now Northwest Georgia Regional Hospital) is located in
the Valley and Ridge Physiographic Province of the Appalachian Valley Division in
northwest Georgia (Ref. 2 and 13). The area has a mild climate with an annual rainfall
of 52 - 56 inches per year (Ref. 3). The elevation of the site is 650 feet (Ref. 1). The
site located in northwest Georgia is underlain by folded and faulted sedimentary
formations of the Valley and Ridge Province (Ref. 2). Steep slopes on highlands divert
runoff to recharge areas in lowlands (Ref. 2). Many lowlands in Valley and Ridge



Province are underlain by limestones and dolostones. The most significant recharge
areas are those outcrop areas of carbonate rock units where low slope conditions prevail.
Some of these recharge areas are characterized by Karst topography (caves and sinkholes)
(Ref. 2). Extensive Karst aquifer systems have developed in places in the carbonate
rocks. Ground water flow in these aquifers is at least partly controlled by solutions
channels. Thick soils and cherty residuum overlie the carbonates and allow slow
infiltration of water. The aquifers often discharge at springs in the area, several of which
are used for public water supplies. Wells drilled into the aquifers can yield large amounts
of water.

Ground Water Targets

There are no groundwater targets. The city of Rome receives its water supply from
surface water intakes. There are no well within 4 miles of the site. The closest well is
approximately 5 miles from the site (Ref. 9 and 10).

Ground Water Conclusions

There is no indication of a release of contaminants to groundwater.

Surface Water Pathway

Hydrogeologic Setting and Surface Water Targets

The city of Rome obtains its water from two surface water intakes, one intake is located
on the Oostanuala River (Primary intake) which has a flow rate of 3,530 cubic feet per
second (Ref. 3 and 14). the other intakes located on the Etowah River, (Backup intake)
which joins the Oostanuala River to form the Coosa River. The Etowah River has a flow
rate of 258 cubic feet per second (Ref. 3, 14). The city of Rome serves a population of
approximately 30,000 (Refs. 9, 10 and 15). Areas surrounding the city of Rome obtain
their water from the Floyd County Water department. Floyd County purchases most its
water from Rome, but also obtains water from a spring near Cave Springs 15 miles
southwest of Rome. The County serves approximately 12,000 connections (Ref. 8 and
13).

There is no commercial fishing or wetlands located along the 15 mile surface pathway
(Ref. 7). Recreational fishing takes place in the Etowah, Oostanaula and Coosa Rivers.
The predominate types of fish caught are sunfish, catfish, large mouth bass and striped
bass (Ref. 7 and 14).

Surface Water Conclusions

There is no indication of a release of contaminants to surface water, therefore the surface
water pathway is of no concern at this site. No sensitive environments were identified



as targets along the 15 miles downstream distance.
Soil Exposure and Air Pathways

Soil and Air Targets

There are approximately 800 full time and part time workers on site (Ref. 6). The
distance from the site to the nearest residence is approximately 300 feet (Ref. 1 and 6).
There are approximately 3,918 residents located within 1 mile of the site and 11,993
residents located 4 miles from the site. (Ref. 4). The nearest school is approximately 1
mile northeast of the site (Ref. 1). There are no Federally designated critical habitats in
Floyd County (Ref. 7, 13 and 16).

Soil Exposure and Air Pathway Conclusions

~

The soil exposure and the air pathway exposure is of no concern. There is no
documentation of contaminated surface soils or spills occurring at the site. There is no
air emission sources on the site. There is no dust from contaminated surface soils that
could pose a threat to surrounding environments or populations.

Summary and Conclusions

The primary questions that exist at the site are, was a boxcar filled with full paint cans
buried at the site? If so, how much paint was buried and where was the burial site? How
likely is the possibility that the paint can migrate into the soil and groundwater?

Battey General Hospital, Floyd County, Rome, Georgia was operated by the U. S. Army
from 1943-1946. During that time it is alleged that paint was buried at the site. No
proof exists that this actually occurred. It is also rumored that the paint was buried in the
vicinity of the stream plant (BLDG 901) and the handball court. Again, there is no
evidence to confirm this rumor. A U.S. Army Inventory Project Report (INPR) conducted
in April 1991, determined that there is hazardous waste at the site eligible for cleanup
under the DERP-FUDS program. The report is not supported by data that validates the
Army’s assertion that hazardous waste exists at the site.

The report of findings from the Inventory Project Report (INPR) is based solely on the
site visit and interviews with hospital personnel. The groundwater, surface water, soil and
air pathways are of no concern at the site, based on no documentation and no indication
of a release. Based on the results of this investigation and the absence of any information
that would prove or disprove burial of the paint and any release that might be present, it
is recommended that no further remedial action be planned.
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Site name:
Date:
SOURCE EVALUATION
Source Seurce Neme: BIXCAAL_ Source Wasts Quantity (WQ) Caloulstions:
No.:
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Source
No.:

Source Neme:

Source Description:

Source Waste Quantity (WQ) Calculations:

Sourc
No.:

Source Name:

Source Description:

Source Waste Quantity (WQ) Calculations:

Site WC.
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~ Site name:
Date:

PA TABLE 1: WASTE CHARACTENISTICS (WC) SCORES
PA Table 1a: WC Scorss for Singie Source Sites and Formuias

for Muitiple Sourcs Sites.
Ty SINGLE SOUNCE SITES (ssaigned WC scores) .. | - | MURTILE SOURCE
) .
8 SOURCE TYPE Formuls for
R WC = 18 We = 32 WC = 100 Aasigning Source
WQ Values
; N/A %100 >100 19 10,000 10,000 b b+
w
} N/A £$00.000 b >§00.000 te 50 millen b >80 milllen & ‘B + 5000
[ J
Langfill S6.7S milentt® | >6.78 miente 7S muillen t® | 5478 milion 1* n + §7,500
£2%0,000 v’ > 250,000 to 28 mullien y¢' > 28 millen ye* ye* + 2,500
Surface £6.730 ¢ 26.780 t 678,000 i >678.000 1 n + 675
impoundmaent £230 va’ > 280 te 28.000 ve’ 28,000 y¢® v+ 2.5
vy [Orums : £1.000 drume > 1,000 te 100.000 drume > 100,000 drume drums +~ 10
9 [Tanks and non-
:; drum ors £$0.000 galiens >8$0.000 to § muilien galens > 6 millen gallons gavons + 500
-
. . 2078 miient?® | >6.78 milion te 67E mlen i |  >€78 milien 1 ” + 67,500
¢ |Contaminated soil £280.000 y¢® > 250.000 to 28 muiion yo® > 28 millien v¢* yo’ + 2,500
Pre £0.750 t* >4.750 te 678.000 f¢* >678,000 1 n -~ 8575
. 2290 ya? >230 10 28.000 ye* >28.000 w* y + 28
Other £0,7%0 1t >6.7%0 to §78.000 fe* >478.000 1* 7+ 875
<3280 va® > 290 to 28.000 v >28.000 y¢* yo' = 2.8
Lanatilt £340.000 1 340,000 to 34 muillen ft >34 millen m + 3,400
£7.8 ssres >7.8 to 780 serve >780 seres scres + 0.078
Surface £1.300 1! 1,300 te 130,000 fe > 130,000 k? n 13
A impounament £0.029 seres >0.028 to 2.3 saree >21.9 seren acres + 0.00029
L) ) A £3.4 mellion e > 3.4 roillen te 340 mulllen ft! >340 millen 1t et + 34,000
¢ |Conmaminated soi S78 oores >78 te 7800 sares 7,500 serve scres + 0.78
A
Pile® £1.300 s 1,300 to 130,000 > 130,000 n* e 13
£0.029 seree >0.029 te 2.9 esoree 219 seres scres +~ 0.00029
£27.000 1 > 27,000 1o 2.7 millen i >2.7 million ¢ ” - 270
Land trestment £0.02 seree >0.62 10 62 seren >62 swree scres + 0.0062
1ten = 2000 = t y¢® = 4 drume = 200 gallens * Use area of land suriase under plls, nae surfese erea of pie.

PA Table 1b: WC Scores for Multiple Source Sites

wa Tecte/ WO Seave
>0 ts 100 18

> 100 te 10.000 =
>10.000 100

Page 3_of X/



GA EPD Site name:
' Date:

GROUND WATER PATHWAY
GROUND WATER USE DESCRIPTION

Voo e

Describe Ground Water Use Within 4-miles of the Sits: - " t
(Describe stratigraphy, information on aquifers, munic!pai and/or privm wdls)

WATER SdfrPeiEl bY Sutrace 1WA 7EL.
CrEF. /o)

WA

Calculations for Drinking Water Populations Served by Ground Water:

V/A
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Date:

GROUND WATER PATHWAY CRITERIA LIST

PRIMARY TARGETS

Y

.

s k@/

aa Are sources poorly contained?
a

G/G Is the source a type iiksly to contribute to
ground watsr contamination (e.g., wet

?
0 O [ s waste quantity perdcularly large?

Q O Is precipitation hesvy?

ao ie the infiltration rate high?

(m] is the site located in an arsa of karst terrain?

aag ls the subsurface highly permesbls or

conductive?

a O ts drinking water drawn from s shallow
oquiter?

a IB/ Are suspectad contaminants highly mobile in

/uwd water?
aa Does analyticel or ciroumstantial evidence

suggest ground waeter contamination?

aa Other criteria?

Q SUSPECTED RELEASE?

YNU

. »
e O N

. .
a a b-nyddnldmmwdmm?

o) n/u uauwmrbyddmw-c«wam
closed?

aQ Q/ Hes any nearby drinking water user reported
: foul-tuling or fod-lnnllnq water?

aag B/Dmuwmubywolhmalmodnwdown
ot high production rate?

a Q 1s any drinking watse well located between the
site and other wells that are suspected to be
exposed to & hazardous substance?

ag Ooes analytical or circumstantal svidence

suggest comamination et a drinking water

Z
Qa Dose sny drinking water well warrant

sampiing?
aa Other criteria?
a PRIMARY TARGET(S) IDENTIRED?

Summarize the rationale for Suspected Releass (attach an
additional page if necessery):

No SuspecTED
PELERSE

Summarize the rationale for Primary Targets (attach en
sdditional pege it necessery):

Fp_‘- MrRY THLECE T/
poT (OEXTFIED
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Date:

GROUND WATER PATHWAY SCORESHEET

L P e——

Lothweoy Chornesmpese —
Do you suspect 2 relesse (see Ground Water Pathway Criteris List. page 71?
is the siee located in karst terran?
Depth to aguifer:
Distancs t0 the nesrest drinking water well:

UKELHOOD OF RELEASE

1. SUSPECTED RELEASE: If you suspect » relesss 10 ground water (see pags 7),

assign a score of 850. Use only column A for this pathway.

2. NO SUSPECTED RELEASE: If you do nOt SUSDSCT 3 eleass 10 Qround water, and
the sits is in karst tarrain or the depth to aguifer is 70 fest or less, 288igN a score
of S00; otherwise, assign 8 score of 340. Use oniy column 8 for this pathway.

Soo

Soo

TARGETS

3. PAMARY TARGET POPULATION: Deterrmwns the number of peopie sarved by
drinking water weils that YOu suspect have been exposed t0 8 hazardous
substance from the sits (see Ground Water Pathway Criteris List, page 7).

people x 10 =

4. SECONOARY TARGET POPULATION: Detarmine the number of peapie served by
dninking watsr welils that you do NOT suspect have been exposad to 8 hazardous
substance from the sits. and assign the total population score from PA Table 2.

Are any wells part of a blended system? Yes __ No ___
if yes, attach a page to show apportionment Calculations.

S. NEAREST WELL: i you have idemified a primary target population for ground
water, sssign a score of SO; otherwise, assign the Nearest Well score from
PA Table 2. If no drinking water wells exist within 4 miles, as8ign 8 score of zero,

6. WELLHEAD PROTECTION AREA (WHPA): It any source Hies within or above a WHPA,
or if you have identfied any primary target well within 8 WHIPA, assign 8 score of 20;
assign § if neither condition holds but 3 WHPA is present within 4 miles; otherwise
assgn 2810,

7. RESOURCES

WASTE CHARACTERISTICS

8. A. If you have idenufied any primary target for ground water, 355N the wasts
charactensucs score caicuisted on page 4, or a score of 32, whichever is
mmnmmmlumfm

8. Iif you have NOT identfied any primary target for ground watar, 3ssign the
wasts Charactanstics score caiculated on page 4.

GROUND WATER PATHWAY SCORE: —tR T x We

{ouiont % & masmwam of 1000

Page { of 2
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PA TABLE 2: VALUES FOR SECONDARY GROUND WATER TARGET POPULATIONS
PA Table 2a: Non-Kerst Aquifers

Ao

axen
B aas <o AR TR

.
.

] e, L L E—

Distance fchoose » ” * » ” s ' » » thes | Popubtion
kom Sho Popudetion | ghestr | vo | 0 | oo | 0 | snove | seee | sasee | saces | sonses | soaves| Votw |
0 to X% wule - 20 ' 2 s 18 82 10 621 | 1,033 | 5,214 | 16,225
> 10 ) mile - ] ] ! ' 2 10 32 101 323 1012 ] 323 Jwoin| __
>% 10 1 mile —_— ’ ’ ' 2 s 17 | s2 17 822 | 088 | S22¢ § __
>1 10 2 miles - s | ) 1 3 » 29 (7] 204 039 | 2038 | _
>2 10 3 miles —_— 3 ’ 1 1 2 7 21 (1] n2 &7 j 2022 | _
>3 10 4 miles 2 1 1 1 1 ] 12 a 131 47 | voe |

Nearsst Well = Score =

| PA Table 2b: Karst Aquifers
“lz'." L ” J%&#%-%T:r. 10,007 ' 00 Qvoater

Distence fuse 20 "” '™ o ™ '™ ' ' ” s then Pepulstion
rom Site Lopuistion | for harst)) e 2 jee 20 1 Lece | 2eee | taeee | Jaces | ioasee r"..%!‘.‘_ Valve
Lo 1o % mile - 2 ! 2 s 1 s2 10 §21 | 1,033 | 6.214 | 10,328
>% te % mile —_— 2 ’ ! ? 10 ] 101 323 | 1002 ] 2,2 Jwoann|
> 1 | mile - 20 ! ’ 2 . 26 0”2 aen s1e | 2007 [ o802 | ____
>1 00 2 miles —_ 20 ' ' 3 (] 20 [ F] a8 s1e | 2007 | 0002 | _____
>2 10 2 miles —_— 20 1 ' ] s 26 02 | s1s | 2007 | 0002 | _____
>3 10 4 miles - 20 ’ 1 2 (] 2 02 201 s | 2007 | mh02 | ___

Nearest Well = Score =
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Date:
SURFACE WATER PATHWAY CRITERIA LIST
SUSPECTED RELEASE PRIMARY TARGETS
YNV Y N U
e o N e O .ll
. k . ) ?‘/ k
Q O s surfece water nearby? a O

oa U}/In waste quentity particularly large?
D. a Q/ln the drainage area iarge?

u?/n z/u,mu heavy?
Is the infiltration rate low?

oa
aa Are sources poorly contained or prons te
runoff or flaoding?

Qa @(s & runoff route weil defined (e.g., ditch or
channel leading to surface weter)?

Qa Is vegetation stressed slong the probable run-

off route?
O O O Are sediments or water unnaturslly discolored?
a Q/U Is wildlife unnatursily shsent?

a Q/D Has deposition of waste into surface water

been observed?

O O O s ground water discherge to surface water
likely?

aa Does analvtical or circumstantial evidence
suggest surface water contamination?

aa Other criteria?

a SUSPECTED RELEASE?

Is any target nearby? Iif yes:

Drinking water intake
Q Ashery
O Sensitve environment

a JG Has any intake, fishery, or recreations! ares
been closed? ™ -

aa Does analytical or circumstantiel evidence
suggest surface water contaminstion at o¢

downstream of a target?
aa Q/Oou any target warrant sampling? If yes:
' Q Drinking waeter intake
Q Fshery

O Sensitive environment

(8]
a

Other criteria?

0

PRIMARY INTAKE(S) IDENTIFIED?
PRIMARY FISHERY (IES) IDENTIFIED?

PRIMARY SENSITIVE ENVIRONMENT(S)
IDENTIFIRD?

Summarize the rationale for Suspected Release (attach an
sdditional page if necessary);

Summarize the rationsle for Primary Targets (sttach an
additional pags if necessary):

Page _& of A/




Ga EFD ) )  Site name:

Date:
SURFACE WATER PATHWAY '
UKELIHOOD OF RELEASE AND DRINKING WATER THREAT SCORESHEET
— e
Doma..laanhaulmsm;aw.whmwcnmmwlm ' Yes No .
Distance - surface waeter: .
Whet is the distance to the nearest drinking water intake? ’ miles :
Nearest tishery? fmies  Nearsst sensitive envwonment? mies
A | |

UKELIHOOD OF RELEASE Aoloase falesse Aofarances

D ) -e -

1. SUSPECTED RELEASE: If you suspect a release to surface water (see page 11},
a33:9n 2 score of $80. Use only column A for ttus pathway.

[ r ' Iy 3

2. NO SUSPECTED RELEASE: if you do nat suspect a reiease to surfacs -
water, use the table below t0 assign a score based on distance 0 surface
water and ficod frequency. Use onty column 8 for this pathway.

Distance to surface water < 2.500 fast $00
Distance to surtace water > 2,500 fest. and
Site m annual or 10-yesr tioodotamn 800 | y
Site i 100-year loodpian_ 400 6o
mnsc&wmm 200
i Site outside $00-year ficodolam 100
a v--.l-
W H00

DRINKING WATER THREAT TARGETS

“

3. Record the water body type, flow (if applicablal, and number of peopie served
Wcmmw-wmmnmwg«ammm If there is no
mmwum-mmmmanHm.lmA.s.mﬁ
GACN receve 2810 scores.
intase Nowe Water Sodv ow Serves

cfs
cts

———————————
——

4. PRIMARY TARGET POPULATION: if you suspect any drinking water intake listed
Mvomammmahumuswufnmmmuuwmw
Pathway Criteria List. page 11, list the intake nameis) and calculate the factor
$COre dased on the total PODUIALION served.

—

poopie x 310 =

S. SECONOARY TAAGET POPULATION: Detsrming the number of peosie served by
umwmammmummmomamuam
Substancs from the site. and assign the total population score from PA Tabile 3.

Are any intakes part of 3 bisnded system? Yes __ No___
1 ves. attach s page to show apportionment caiculations. ‘é

6. NEAREST INTAKE: If you have identfied a primary target popuistion for the
dnnkung water threat (factor 41, assign s score of 50; otherwies, assign the
Nearest intake score from PA Table J. i no drinking water take exists within /
mm.:mmnwamﬂm.

7. RESOURCES , . S
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PA TABLE 3: VALUES FOR SECONDARY SURFACE WATER TARGET POPULATIONS

N a s il isal

Nearest tion Served by lntakes Within Flow
Surface Water intake 7 ” 107 Jor 1,001 2000 18007 30007 | R00T | 300007 | Gmetwr
Body Flow fchoose » o o ” » ~» » - to ™ than Popudation
PA Table 4) | Pepudegion | Nghest) | 3 100 200 1000 | 2000 | 14000 | 30000 | 100000 | 200000 |1.000000| 1000000l Vake |

<10 cls —_— 20 2 s 10 52 163 | s21 | 1,633 | 8214 | 10,226 | 52,128 | 102,240
10 00 100 ol 2 | 1 2 s 1 52 103 | s21 | 1,833 | 8214 | 10,028
>100m 10000k | 36,000] 1 o ° 1 ' 2 s @ 62 | 13 | s [ ven| L&
>1.000 10 10,000 cte| 30 o o o o o 1 1 @ s 1 s2 | 13 | _ 2
>10,000 cfs o ° o o ° o ° o 1 1 2 5 1
Groat Lakes
3-mite Mising Zene - 10 1 ] s 28 22 260 | o6 | 2607 | s.162 | 206008 | 01082 _

Nearest lntake =| | Score =| )£

PA TABLE 4: SURFACE WATER TYPE / FLOW CHARACTERISTICS
WITH DILUTION WEIGHTS FOR SECONDARY SURFACE WATER SENSITIVE ENVIRONMENTS

Type of Surface Water Body Diktion
| Wster S8ody Type oR Flow Welpht
mninimel stream < 10 ole
emall 1o moderaie stream 10 10 100 ofe 0.7
mederate o lesge strsam > 100 10 1,000 ofe NA
loige stream to siver > 1,000 te 10,000 cfe MA
lerge dves > 10,000 ofs AA
3-mile mising zone of
quiet flowing sticams e sivers 10 ofs or greater AA
coosstal tidal wates iharbore,
sounde, bays, eic.), ocean, N/A A
of Groat Lakee

aleq

a17TQ

« W
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Date:

SURFACE WATER PATHWAY {comtinued)
HUMAN FOOD CHAIN THREAT SCORESHERT

UKELIHOOD OF RELEASE

Enter Surtace Watsr Likaiiveod of Melease score from page 12. =

HUMAN FOOD CHAIN THREAT TARGETS

8. Mummmmmmmmmﬂmm
the target distancs limie. lfmunoﬁmmmm
mmwlfmmeammdmm

9. PRIMARY FISHERIES: ummwcmwmmmw
nawmmmmimWWammmuwlﬂ.
83539 3 score of 300 and do not evaluste Facror 10, List the primasy fishenes:

-

10. SECONDARY FISHERIES

A. if you suspect 3 releass t0 surface water and have idenified 8 sscondary fishary
but no primary fighery, assign a scors of 210.

&limcommlmmammmmmm
bmmwmthwnmﬁmmmmmm

MMM
210
30
12

Hohery Neme Woser Sosy Type SNow ‘
: cfs
cis
cfs
ofs
—_— r——TS
M'
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un oy Site name:

Date:

SURFACE WATER PATHWAY (comtinsed)
ENVIRONMENTAL THREAT SCORESHERT

Enter Surface Water Uelthood of Release score from page 12

ENVIRONMENTAL THREAT TARGETS

11. Record the water body type and flow (if sppiicable) for each Surface water
sensitive erwvironment within the target distancs kimit (see PA Tabiss 4
and 8. If thers is ne sansitive environment wechin the target distancs
liemie, assign & Targets soore of O st the dottom of the page.

maernt listed sbove has been exposad to a hazardous sudstance from the site (see
summcammmm.m.mummumwm
factor 13. List the primaery sansitive environments:

13. SECONOARY SENSITIVE ENVIRONMENTS: if sensitive enviconments are
present, but none is a primary sensitive snvironment. svaluats Secondary
Sensrtive Environments based on flow.

A. For sacondary sencitive environments on surface water badies with flows of
1wa-ummmu1m“domtwmumlu
this factor:

Olveian Waiphe Savirenmene Type snd Velue
Now PA Tabie 4) PA Toblas § and 8

it

T

pets

x|

8. if 3l sacondary sensitive environments are located on surface water badies
wth flows > 100 cts. assign a score of 10.

S -

Page /2 of
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S1lte name:
Date: , |

PA TASLE 5: SURFACE WATER AND AIR PATHWAY SENSITIVE ENVIRONMENTS VALUES

Wetlands

Partiouiar aress, reletvely emaell in size. imaortant to moimmodwlgﬂdom
State designated ereee for Sietscuon/mantensnce of squatis life under the Clean Weter Aet []

looPATdoﬂme-qum

[_J
PA Table 9 (Air Pethway)

PA TABLE 8: SURFACE WATER PATHWAY
WETLANDS FRONTAGE VALUES

Page /3 _of &/




GA EPD

WAS‘I'I CHARACTERNISTICS, THREAT, AND PATHWAY SCORE sulmm

Site Dame:
Date: l

SURFACE WATER PATHWAY (conchided)

. 8
. - , ‘ Susposted. |Ne Susy
Ne s
14. A, If you have identifisd any primary target for surface water (pages 12, 14,
or 18], assign the waste characteristics score caicuiated on page 4; or a score
of 32, whichever is GREATER; do not svaluats part 8 of this factor. -
AN « % [, T X% |
8. nmm.mmmmmmnmwmwm.mm S ’
. 'waste charactaristics sCore csicuiated on page 4. . I?
WC = /&
SURFACE WATER PATHWAY THREAT SCORES .
Likeihood of Poshwey Wesse Thvest Sesre
Release (LR) Seare Targess (T] Seare Charesvenistion (WC) Seare WRaTeWC
Threat ffrom sege 12} (seges 13. 14. 181 {dstarmined sbovel /82.500
Souhise o o S of YN
DOrinking Water
¢ Yoo 24 /¥ 2.00
0 o Iemge 95 ¢ umean @ 0N
Human Food Chain | ] 12 ¢ /.0p
1 T L1 ]
Environments T o
100 /0 1L 0

SURFACE WATER PATHWAY SCORE
(Orinking Water Threat + Human Food Chain Threst + Environmental Threst)

Page /Y of &/




[NV SN UV- TS St
Date: i

SOIL EXPOSURE PATHWAY CRITERIA LIST

SUSPECTED CONTAMINATION

Surficial contamination cen generally be assumed.

Y
.0
)

Q

a

ABSIDENT POPULATION
5 .
" .
QO is eny residence, school, or deycare fecility on

or within 200 feet of an ares of suspected
contamination?

Q s any residence, school, or daycare facility
locatad on adjscent lend previously owned or

leased by the site owner/operator?
a %um.mmmmm

hazardous substances near residences,

D/andc.udmml‘uiiﬂn? '
O ©70 Have onsite or adjecent residents or students

reported adverse heaith effects, exciusive of
apparent drinking water or air contaminetion

problems?
o O/ Ooee m neighboring property warrent

aa
=]

Other criteria?

RESIDENT POPULATION IDENTIFIED?

Summarize the rationale for Resident Populstion (attach sn additional page if necessary):

age /5ot 3|




AN

Site name:
Date:

SO EXPOSURE PATHWAY SCORESHEET

Chevosseristios

Lﬁ
Do any peopie live on or within 200 ft of aress of suspectad contamination?
anvy peopie attand school or daycare on or within 200 ft of aress
. of suspected - ?
Iis the facility sstive? Yes No

M yes, estmate the number of workers: - _ZQQ

Sampestsd
Cantominetion
UKELIHOOD QOF EXPOSURE T
. SUSPECTED CONTAMINATION: Surficial contamination can generally be sssumed,
and 8 score of S80 assigned. Assign zero only if the absance of surficial .
contamination can be confidently demonstrated. [F &) 5‘5"0
RESIDENT POPULATION THREAT TARGETS '
2. AESIDENT POPULATION: Déetsrmine the number of peopis occupying residences
or attending schoal or daycare on or within 200 feet of areas of suspected
contamination isee Soil Expasure Pathway Critena List, psge 18\ O
people x 10 =
3. AESIDENT INDIVIDUAL: If you have identified a resident population (factor 2), 0
233ign 3 score of 50; otherwise, assign a scove of 0. : i
W

4. WORKERS: Unmtmmmmn-mmmmwma
workers st the facility and nesrty facsities with suspected contamination:

Manbar of Workers Seure
0 1]
1 to 100 S
101 to 1.000 10
>1.000 18

S. TERRESTRIAL SENSITIVE ENVIRONMENTS: Use PA Tabia 7 to assign s valus
for each terrastrial sensitive snwiranment on an ares of suspected
contamnation:

Yarvaserial Sensitive Ervvironmen Tvpe Vakwe |
- 0

6. RESOURCES S

Te /5
WASTE CHARACTERISTICS

MARew
7. Assign the wasta chasscternistics score calculated on page 4. WC = /z
- -1rr - 1 |

RESIDENT POPULATION THREAT SCORE:

LE X T X WC

NEARBY POPULATION THREAT SCORE:

SOIL EXPQSURE PATHWAY SCORE:
Resident Popuiation Thrast + Nearby Population Threat

Page /[ of 2/
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GA EPD Site o
Date:

PA TABLE 7: SOIL EXPOSURE PATHWAY
TERRESTRIAL SENSITIVE ENVIRONMENT V.

Torrostrial

Terrestnel critical haiitat for Federally designated endangered Of UWestensd species
National Perk

Desgnated Federsl Wildemess Area
National Monument

Terrastnal habitat known to be used by Federaily demgnated of proposed threataned of endangered Species
National Preserve (terrestrial)

Natonal or State tesrestrial Wildiife Refuge

Federal land dasignated for protection of natursl ecosystems
mmmmm

Terrestrisl areas vtilized 0 8 or dense aggregations of ik : jpecies) for b

78

fmmwwsmmwuwm -
Terrestrial habitat used by species under review for Feders! ¢ : 4 or thwestened status

Stats lands designated for wildiife or game management
Stats designated Natural Aress
Particular areas. relat small in size. important to maintensnce of uniaue blotic communities

T

Page_LZof&L
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GA EPD

Site name:
Date:

AIR PATHWAY CRITERIA LIST

SUSPECTED RELEASE

PRIMARY TARGETS

YNU

e N

s
UG)gAndmmnwW?
a

0 Mae relesse of & hazardous substancs to the sir
been directly obiserved?

a Q Are there reports of adverse heaith sffects
(.g.. headaches, neusea, dizziness) potentisily
resulting from migration of hazerdous
substances through the sir?

aa @/Om analytical or circumstantial svidence
suggest & release to the sir?

aa Other criteria?
a m/ SUSPECTED RELEASE?

It you suspect & relesse to air, evaiuate sl populstions and
sensitive environments within 1/4 mile (including those
onsite) ee primary targets.

Summarize the rstionale for Suspected Releass {attach an additional page if necessary):

Pa.ge_[ﬁof&




GA EFD ) Site name:

Date:

AR PATHWAY SCORESHERT

Pobweoy Chorssssistion
Do vou SUSESEE & relense (see Alr Pathway Criteris List, page 21)?
Digtancs 19 the neerast individusl:

LIKELIMOOD OF RELEASE

1. SUSPECTED RELEASE: | you suSDecT 8 reieass 15 5if (800 pags 21, assign &
score of 850. Uss anly column A for this pathway.

2. NO SUSPECTED MILEASE: f you d0 not 3uspect 3 relaass to aif, 238ign 3
scors of 800. Use only column 8§ for this pathway.

JARGETS

3. PRIMARY TARGET POPULATION: DOetermine the number of psopie sublect
10 exposure from & suspected releass of hazardous sSuDSTaNCes to the air.
——M 10 =

4. SECONDARY TARGET POPULATION: Detarmine the number of paople not
suspectad 10 be exposed 0 8 reiesss to air, and ssmgn the totsl popuistion
scors using PA Table 8.

Tl e
8. NEAREST INDIVIDUAL: If you have identified any Primary Target Populstion
for the sir pathway, ssaign & score of §0; atherwise, sssign the Nesrest 20
individusl score from PA Table 8.
6. PRIMARY SENSITIVE ENVIRONMENTS: Sum the sansitive environment vaiuss
(PA Tabie §) and wetiand acresage veiues (PA Table §) for environments subject
0 exposure from a susOected reiesss to the air.
| Sansiaive Svvivenment TYpo Ve |
] Sum «
7. SECONDARY SENSITIVE ENVIRONMENTS: Use PA Tabie 10 to detarmine 0
e SCOre f0r SHCONCArY SENSItIVE SNVIFONMAnS. =T =%
8. NESOURCES O
T- /28
_WASTE CHARACTERISTICS

§. A. if you have identified any Primary Target 10r the aic paTWEY, S58igN the weste
characteristics scors caicuiated on page 4, or 8 score of 32, whichever is
GREATER; do not svaluate part 8 of this factor.

0. it you heve NOT identified any Primary Target for the sir patway, 2s8ign the
WEsts Charnctaristics score caiculated on page 4.

AIR PATHWAY SCORS: x T x

I 2-

Page |9 of 2/
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PA TABLE 8: VALUES FOR SECONDARY AIR TARGET POPULATIONS

Nearost Popsdotion Withiy Dist
Y w | u | w % 2007 | 2001 | taser | snoer | mwaeer | 20aser | ewenr
Distance lchosse » - » » ' ” » '™ » - ') thes Pogedation
fom Lopeioton Lipheey | vo | 20 [ seo | geo | Lo | geco | seowe | sese |rease | ensee lssesovolsseaseol Voby
Owaise ko0 ® | B o | 10 | (D] wa | e | ress | ware | 10ass|enise [renne] 2
somnmie | £76 | o | v | v | v | o [(D| @ | 10| s | 1200 | aoer | 1200¢|s0en] _13
>sueumte | 217 | a o | o ' @ 3 o | 20 | oo | 252 | o02 |2ms|0os]| _/
sumimie | 39L ' ° o ° ' ' 3 @ 2 0 | 20 | o2 |202] _£
>tmamien | L0990} o ° ° o o 1 ' 3 @ o | ||| 2
>amamies | /LGP0 | 0 o | o | o ° ' ' v @ 12| s [ 10| s | &L
>3 10 4 miles m o ° o 0 o o ' v (D] o 2 n | s | A
Nearest lndividusl = Score = g.f

FOR WETLAND AREA

Geaster than 100 te 160 sssee
Geoster then 150 e 200 saves
Geoater than 200 te 300 asves
Geoster than 300 e 400 assee
Geoatar then 400 te 600 seses

PA TABLE 10: DISTANCE WEIGHTS AND CALCULATIONS
FOR AR PATHWAY SECONDARY SENSITIVE ENVIRONMENTS

Songliive Emdwament Type and Vake

I 1 RC_TT X Dot
Onelle 0.10 |x

. .

P .
o4 m| 0028 |x

2

L%
m-tm-ﬁuou; ‘

Totsl Environments Score = |

«@3eq

:eXTen 911Q




GA EPD

Jile Dane .

Date:

GROUND WATER PATHWAY
SCORE (S,,):

SURFACE WATER PATHWAY
SCORE (S_):

SOIL EXPOSURE PATHWAY
SCORE (8,):

AIR PATHWAY
SCORE (S,):

SITE SCORE:

SUMMARY

NO

A. if yes, identify the weills).

1. lothcu.hhthd.tMntomMMw«udemdo
hazardous substancs in ground water?

miwnion in surfece water?

A. Drinking water intake
8. Fishery

8. If yes, how many people are served by the threstened wellle)?
2. s there s high possibiiity of s threat to any of the following by hazerdous substsnce

C. Sensitive snvironment (wetland, criticsl h-um. M
D. It ves, identity the target(s).

3. I.Muﬂwmvdmmlofmmmzonmdm
residencs, sohool, or deycare faciiity?

It ves, identify the property(ies) and estimate the sssocieted population(s).

4. mmmmmmntm.ﬁothnmmmeAm
considerations? If yes, explain:

PagegLoth_

0oo

2,




OMB

&EPA Potential Hazardous

Waste Site

Appruval Number:

Identification

2050-0095
Approved for Use Through: 1/92

Y ° —&A—
Preliminary Assessment FOrm | cmesomer o

1. General Site Information

Stats: CERCLIS Number:

Nme: 2Y¥-BATTCY Corewst Sroet Addeens

' Zip Cods: | Coumty: Co. Cods: | Cong.
- ﬁo% m@ﬂ /65| F4oyD Dise:
Luinde: )DL TV Loaginude: W ST Approximate Ares of Site: h&?nm .

310 &c ﬂ-- Eﬂ E' -L’_” .&L:::n Inactive O NA (QW piume, o2.)

2. Owner/Operator Information

O STATE OF Lrpe &/R o STATE 2, &A.
Strest Address: Street Address:
Y. L
Chry: ' City:
Stas: | Zip Code: | Teiephooe: St | ZipCode: | Telephooe:
{ ) ‘ (7oL $=~ 40
Typs of Owmership: How (aitiaily identified:
O Privms 3 Couney Q Citizea Complaint 'sderal Program
O Federal Agency O Muaicipal Q PA Petiticn Incidencal
N 3 Not Specificd Q Swa/Local Program O Not Specified
5’"" O Other O RCRA/CERCLA Natification '¥m oS
Indisa ' - CAND/
3. Site Evaluator information
Name of Evalusor: Agency/Organizauce: D AV t Date Prepared:
Woo E L D— fa —of
s st “EOV0, TOWE, EFLT o oo o S
Name of EPA or Stste Agency Comact: Eu U/RONHENT gt 0T+ D3} Surom Address: Pb’}w FIweEn
ST WAC S ErT SUIZE LS
Ciey: Stats: Telephons:
A - 647 303 G — 7,
4. Site Disposition (for EPA use only)
Emsrgency Response/Removal CERCLIS Recommendatcn: Signanure:
Asssssment Recommendation: . C Higher Prionity SI
Q Yes Q Lowsr Priority SI
O Ne O NFRAP Name (typed):
Dae: O RCRA
Q Ower
Dma: Position:




p muu:-mllﬂ-d!h(umum): She Sesing: Years of Operation:
e Industriat O Agresias O DoI gun- Beginning Yeur [ §¢/3
Commercial Mining O Other Federai Pacility Suburben
Residential DOD _ O Ruest Bnding Year
Porest/Flelds C DOE Q Other
- QO Uskaowa
Type of Site Operations (check all that apply): Wmom?z?
| O Massfacturiog (amust chock subcatngory) Q Reai gomi- .
O Lumber and Wood Products O Rocycting O] Onsits and Offsiee
Dllon-i:Ci-iah Q Juak/Salvage Yard
Q Plastic and/or Rubber Products O Municipal LandfiR
Q Paiots, Varmishes Q Other Landfil Wans Deposition Authorized By:
Q Industrial Organic Chemicals O bob QO Present Owner
Q Agticulural Chemicals Q poe Q Former Qwner
(0.5.. pesticides, fertilizars) C pot O Pressat & Pormer Owaer
O Miscellansous Chemical Products Q Other Federal Facility O Unsuthorized
(0.3, adbiesives, expiosives, ink) O RCRA Udkaows
O Primary Metais O Tresment, Siorags, or Disposas X
O Metal Costing, Plating, Engraving O Large Quantity Genarator Wams Accessible to the Public:
OMPM.M Q Semil Quastity Geasrasor Q Yes
Q Pabricaied Structural Metal Products Q Subtitle D
O Electronic Equipment Q Musicipal
O Other Mamufacuiring O Induswial
DM‘-'-S D'Cavll-‘m
Metals O "Prowctive .
O Coul O “Nos- or Lats Filer* — 'w"'“u‘u eils.
O Oil x0d Ous QO Not Specified _
O Noa-msullic Minerais Other ~d & 32&”
N- 0 /ARATE) HOSAITMAL ;
‘ 1
= | 6. Waste Characteristics Information j
Sourcs Type: Source Wasts Quandity: Tier™: | Goaeral Types of Wass (chack ul that apply) |
(chack all that apply) (include uaits)
O Metats O Pesticides/Herbicides
Landfil 3,2 22;“.!57- l. Q Organics O Acids/Bases
; Surface Impoundment O Isorganics Q Oily Wase
‘ O Drums Q Soiveans O Municipal Wasts
O Taaks sad Nos-Drum Costainers ghhmu—.. C Mining Wane
Q Chomical Wams Pile U] Laborasory/Hoepital Wasss QO Expiosives
O Scrap Metal or Juak Pile O Radioastive Wasse W over_Lw) 44780
Q Tailings Pile O Constraction/Demoiition 7110y NOT BE o0
O Land Treatment '
QMO@.‘W&H\- - hof\Vuquaiu(esetalu
(unidentified source) apply):
| O Contaminated Surface Water/Sediment O Solid O Sdgs O Powder
; (wmidentified sourcs) Liguid O Gas
Q Contaminewnd Soi)
O Other
O No Sources ‘
.C-Ccm‘ W-\Vumu_,v-vo.—..A-Mll ’
' |




3EP Potential Hazardous Waste Site CERCLIS Number:
PrdimimryAment-e34 G AP 7, pg |
| 7. Ground Water Pathway |

| s Grouad Water Used for Drinking | Is There a Suspectod Release (0 Ground List Secondary Targes Population Served by Ground Water
| Water Within 4 Miles: . Withdrawa Prom:
0- % Mile O
Type of Drinking Water Weils >4 - % Mils ¢}
Within 4 Miles (check all that Have Primasy Target Drinking Water
sppiy): Wells Been identified: >4% -1 Mils 0O
O Municipal O Yes
Privets No >1-2Miks )
N If Yes, Primary Target Population:
e >2-3 Mike )
Peopie
>3 - 4 Miles 6
Depth 10 Shallowest Aquifer: Nearest Desigoated Wellhcad Protection Total Within 4 Miles 0
Areca:
Peat O Underties Site
Q. >0 - 4 Miles
Karst Termain/Aquifer Prescat: #N“‘ Within 4 Miles
Yes
No

thway

# Type of Surface Water Draining Site 10d 15 Miles Downsuream (check all Shortest Overiand Distancs From Aay Source to Surface Water:
that apply):

O sream A(River O Pond O Lake — Pem
Q Bay Q Ocesna O Other
[s There a Suspected Release w0 Surface Water: Sits is Located in:
Q Yes O Asnnual - 10 yr Floodplain
ﬂﬂo 0 >10yr - 100 yr Floodplain

0 >100 yr - 500 yr Floodplain
Q > 500 yr Floodplain

'denkin( Water lntakes Located Along the Surface Water Mignuocn Path: List All Secondary Target Drinking Water Intakes:

X Yes Numg  Water Body Bew.(cfn) Popiation Served

D No 5—3 2
Have Primary Target Drinking Water Intakes Beea Ideaufied: RIVER

Q Yes

xNo
If Yes. Eater Population Served by Primary Target Intakes: -

: Total within 15 Miles g, 000
Peopie
Fisberics L? Along the Surface Water Migrauocn Path: List Al Secondary Target Fisheries:
s Wa / Fi [3¢
No

ETDpprt RiVEL 258
Have Pri 1 jes ied:
annc T;:a Fisherics Been ldenufied oo ] 30

s"No




e —— — .
B A J e oo Page 4ot 4 |
e Qi&l
8. Surface Water Pathway (continued)
Wetlands Locsted Along the Surface Water Migrauca Path: Other Scositive Eavirouments Located Aloag the Surface Water Migrauon Path:
Xo Ko
Have annz_ Target Wetlands Been Identified: Have Pfinnrquu]a Sensitive Eavironments Beca Identified:
Rre | Fno
List Secondary Target Wetlands: List Secondary Target Seusitive Eavironments:
ETvpaH  25E

Are People Occupying Residesces or Number of Workers Onaite: Have Terrestrial Seusitive Eaviroaments Been [deatified ou
Atending School or Daycare oa or Withia 200 T Nose or Withm 200 Feet of Arcas of Known or Suspected

Feet of Areas of Kaows or Suspected Z1-.100 Contamination:

Cootagunation: 101 - 1,000 Z Yes

Z Yes = >1,000 No
%No x

{f Yes, Enter Total Residest Populaticn:

If Yes, List Each Terrestrial Seasitive Eavironment:

People

—_— |

10. Air Pathway

Is There & Suspected Release to Awr: Wellands Located Withun 4 Miles of the Site:
T Yea
%N" . Z Yes
: ?No
Eater Total Population on or Within:
Ousie $00
0- % Mk g 7: Otber Sensiuve Eavironments Located Within ¢ Miles of the Site:

> % - 4 Mile 2 !c‘z‘ i:l:‘
> - 1 Mike 39/2
>1 - 2 Miles {é 4 Z{

List All Sensiuve Eavironments Within ‘4 Mile of the Site:
>2 -3 Miles [/ éfg) Distance Sensifjve Epvironment Type Wetlands Ares (acres)
>3 - 4 Miles (; 957 Onusite AOIME
Total Within 4 Miles 32‘ z_"d“y 0- % Mile

> % . 4 Mile




10.

11.

APPENDIX B: REFERENCES

U.S. Geological Survey 7.5 minute series topographical maps of Georgia: Rome North
1967, photorevised 1985, Scale 1:24,000

Rome South 1968, photorevised 1985, Scale 1:24,000

Livingston, GA 1967, Scale 1:24,000

Rock Mountain 1967, photorevised, Scale 1:24,000

Most significant ground water recharge areas of Georgia - By Kenneth R. Davis, John C.
Donahue, Robert H. Hutchenson, Deborah L. Waldrop 1989.

Storage Requirement for Georgia Streams - By U.S. Geological Survey - Water Resources
Division, 1983, Page 56.

Population by Radius Data Supplied By Alan Sanderko - Environmental Analysis,
Georgia Geological Survey, GA Technical Institute Research.

Fred Moser, Chemical Engineer - Savannah District, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers,
Hazardous and Toxic Waste Section - Telephone conversation with Norman R.
Woodburn, Environmental Specialist, GA EPD, September 28 & 29, 1992, Subject: Site
Survey Conducted by Fred Moser.

Lowell R. Wilkins, Acting Superintendent, Northwest Georgia Regional Hospital -
Conversation with Norman R. Woodburn, GA EPD on September 28 & 29, 1992 -
Subject: Hazardous Waste Burial - General information about the site.

Kim Primmer, Regional Fishery Supervisor, DNR, Game and Fish Division, Fishery
Section, Northwest GA Region, Conversation with Norman R. Woodburn, GA EPD on
September 27 & 29, 1992 - Subject: Sensitive environments - Floyd County Endangered
Species.

Billy Nicholson, Institutional Engineer, Northwest Georgia Regional Hospital -
Conversation with Norman R. Woodburn on September 26 and 28, 1992 - Subject:
Alleged Burial for Hazardous Waste and General Questions About the Site.

Dan Stanley, Engineer, Floyd County Water Department - Conversation with Norman R.
Woodburn on September 26 & 29 1992 - Subject: Floyd County Water Supply and Rome
Water Supply Wells.

Lee Ross, Assistant Director of Water and Sewage, City of Rome, GA - Conversation
with Norman R. Woodburn on September 24 & 26, 1992.

Joseph Gennette, Senior Engineer, Environmental Operations, Norfolk Southern



12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

Corporation - Conversation with Norman R. Woodburn on September 22, 1992 - Subject:
Boxcar Dimensions.

U.S. Army Inventory Project Report of April 16, 1991 for site #104GA041800.

NUS Corporation Preliminary Assessment, C&H Transportation, Rome, Floyd County,
Georgia, October 23, 1990.

NUS Corporation Preliminary Assessment, Celanese Village Landfill, Rome, Floyd
County, Georgia, September 7, 1990.

Bureau of the Census, Suite 3700, 101 Marietta Street, Atlanta, Georgia 30303-2700.

University of Georgia, Institute of Ecology - Conversation with Norman R. Woodbum on
September 23, 1992 - Subject: Endangered Species, Floyd County,

Flood Insurance Rate Map - Floyd County, Georgia Community - Panel Number 130079-
0165A, Effective Date May 19, 1987.



DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY

SOUTH ATLANTIC DIVISION. CORPS OF ENGINEERS

ROOM 313, 77 FORSYTH ST.~S.W G H’ .
' - &0\\&7 Gevm\ \\\‘Q\\@\
BELYTO or GROTRY 30904
18 JUL 1991

CESAD-PD-R (200)

MEMORANDUM FOR

OCOMMANDER, USACE, ATIN: CEMP-ZA, WASH DC 20314-1000
COMMANDER, MISSOURI RIVER DIVISION, P.O. BOX 103 DOWNTOWN STATION,
GMAHA, NE 68101-0103
COMMANDER, HUNTSVILLE DIVISION, P.0O. BOX 1600, HUNTSVILLE, AL 35807-4301

SUBRJECT: Defense Envirormental Restoration Program for Formerly Used
Defense Sites (DERP-FUDS), Inventory Project Report (INPR) for Site No.
104GA041800, Battey General Hospital, Rome, GA

1. I am forwarding the INPR for the Battey General Hospital for appropriate
action. The site and the proposed containerized/hazardous and toxic waste
(CON/HIW) project are eligible for DERP-FUDS.

2. I recommend that CEMP-R approve the proposed CON/HIW project and assign
it through this headquarters to CESAS for remedial design and remedial
action.

3. Questions concerning the INPR should be directed to Gary Mauldin,
CESAD-PD-R, at OOMM 404-331-6043 or FTS 841-6043. The Division focal point
for actions beyord the preliminary assessment phase is Richard Connell,
CESAD-PM-H, at COMM 404-331-7045 or FTS 841-7045.

(o e Asc e K oo e

Encl JOHN F. SOBKE
Major General, USA
Commanding

CF (w/encl):

CESAS-PD-E

CEMP-R



DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY

SAVANNAH DISTRICT, CORPS OF ENGINEERS
P.0. BOX 888
SAVANNAH, GEORGIA 31402-0889

AEPLY TO
ATTENTION OF;

CESAS-PD-E 16 April 1991

MEMORANDUM FOR: Commander, South Atlantic Division: CESAD~PD-R
(Mauldin)

SUBJECT: DERP~FUDS Inventory Project Report (INPR) for Site
No.I04GA041800, Battey General Hospital, Rome, Georgia.

1. This INPR reports on the DERP-FUDS Preliminary Assessment of
the Battey General Hospital Site. A site visit was conducted on
13 September 1990. The Site Survey Summary Sheet and Site Map
are enclosed.

2. We determined that the site was formerly used as a 1500-bed
military hospital by the Army. Our Findings and Determination of
Eligibility is enclosed.

3. We determined there is hazardous waste at the site eligible
for cleanup under DERP-FUDS. The category of hazardous waste at
the site is CON/HTW. A second project in the BD/DR category was
assessed, but is not recommended under current policy
limitations.

4. I recommend that you:

a. Approve and sign the Findings and Determination of
Eligibility;

b. Forward a copy of this INPR to MRD for their records;
c. Forward a copy of this INPR to HND for the PA file; and

d. Forward a copy of this INPR to CEMP, requesting approval
and funds during the second quarter FY 92 for the proposed
project, so we can award a contract in FY 92. A cost estimate,
which includes sampling, is attached to the enclosed Project

Summary Sheet.

3 Encls ELIAS S. SMITH
Major, Corps of Engineers
Commanding



SITE SURVEY SUMMARY SHEET
DERP-FUDS SITE NO. I04GA041800
BATTEY GENERAL HOSPITAL
ROME, GEORGIA

SITE NAME: Battey General Hospital.

LOCATION: Battey General Hospital was located in the city of Rome, Floyd
County, Georgia. See location map.

SITE HISTORY: Acquisition was authorized due to military necessity under
General Order No. 23, dated 15 May 1943. The site comprised approximately
160 acres of land consisting of five tracts acquired in fee by Declaration of
Taking for a consideration of $13,499. All tracts acquired were subject to
existing easements for roads, highways, public utilities, and pipelines.

Battey General Hospital, named in honor of Major Robert Battey, Surgeon,
Confederate Army, was a 1500-bed military hospital. The hospital was under
the coomand of the Army Service Forces, Fourth Service Command. The facility
included administrative and operational buildings, recreational facilities,
military housing, and had the medical capacity to accommodate approximately
2000 patients. The cost of the government improvements was $3,713,420.

In January 1946, Battey General Hospital was declared surplus by the War
Department. Accountability for the site was assumed by the Federal Works
Agency in March 1946. In January 1947, the entire facility with the
exception of the chapel was conveyed to the state of Georgia by quitclaim
deed. The quitclaim deed stipulated that the facility must be utilized for
health purposes and a State tuberculosis sanitarium for a period of five
years. The facility is now operating as Northwest Georgia Regional Hospital
and presently has a tuberculosis center.

SITE VISIT: A site assessment was conducted on 13 September 1990 by Fred F.
Moser, CESAS-EN-GG. He met with the Institutional and Maintenance Engineers
for The Northwest Georgia Regional Hospital. Mr. Billy J. Nicholson, Jr.,
Institutional Engineer, gave Mr. Moser a detailed tour of the site.

CATEGORY OF HAZARD: The assessment focused on the following hazards:
CON/HIW; BD/DR; HIW; and OEW.

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: There are two potential projects at this site.

a. BD/DR: There are eight abandoned concrete supports for a large water
tower that was never erected. The concrete blocks are about two to three
feet high and several have bolts extending three to four inches from the top
of the block. However, removal of these supports is not proposed based on
the guidelines of CEMP-RF Policy Guidance dated 25 October 1990.

b. CON/HIW: The burial of a large number (one box car) of full paint cans
occurred during the operation of the military hospital. A project is
recammended.

AVAILABLE STUDIES AND REPORTS: Fred F. Moser, Site Assessment.

PA/POC: David Crosby, (912) 944-5781.
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DEFENSE ENVIRONMENTAL RESTORATTION PROGRAM
FORMERLY USED DEFENSE SITES PROGRAM
FINDINGS AND DETERMINATION OF ELIGIBILITY

BATTEY GENERAL HOSPITAL, ROME, GEORGIA
SITE NO. I04GA041800

FINDINGS OF FACT

1. Battey General Hospital was located in the city of Rome, Floyd County,
Georgia. Acquisition was authorized due to military necessity under
General Order No. 23, dated 15 May 1943. The site was comprised of
approximately 160 acres of land consisting of five tracts acquired by the
War Department in fee by Declaration of Taking for a consideration of
$13,499. All tracts acquired were subject to existing easements for roads,
highways, public utilities, and pipelines.

2. Battey General Hospital, named in honor of Major Robert Battey,
Surgeon, Confederate Army, was a 1500-bed military hospital. The hospital
was under the command of the Army Service Forces, Fourth Service Command.
The facility included administrative and operational buildings, recrea-
tional facilities, military housing, and the medical capacity to accom-
modate approximately 2000 patients. The cost of Government improvements
was $3,713,420.

3. In January 1946, Battey General Hospital was declared surplus by the
War Department. Accountability for the site was assumed by the Federal
Works Agency in March 1946. In January 1947, the entire facility with the
exception of the chapel was conveyed to the state of Georgia by quitclaim
deed. The quitclaim deed stipulated that the facility must be utilized for
health purposes and a State tuberculosis sanitarium for a period of five
years. The facility is now operating as Northwest Georgia Regional
Hospital and presently has a tuberculosis center.

DETERMINATTON

Based on the foregoing Findings of Fact, the site has been determined to be
formerly used by the Department of Defense. It is therefore eligible for
the Defense Environmental Restoration Program - Formerly Used Defense Sites
established under 10 USC 2701, et seq.

35wl 1441 Q» e a /KM v e,
DATE

JOHN F. SOBKE
Major General, USA
Canmanding



PROJECT SUMMARY SHEET
DERP-FUDS CON/HIW PROJECT NO. I04GA041801
BATTEY GENERAL HOSPITAL
SITE NO. I04GA041800
ROME, GRORGIA

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: The CON/HIW project entails locating and removing a
large number (one box car) of full paint cans that were buried during the
operation of the military hospital.

PROJECT ELIGIBILITY: A current employee stated he had buried the paint cans
during the period of Department of Defense ownership. Potential for ground
contamination exists.

POLICY CONSIDERATIONS: The current owners of the facility desire the buried
paint cans removed from the premises under a OON/HIW project.

PROPOSED PROJECT: OON/HIW. The project consists of the removing and
disposing of paint cans followed by backfilling disturbed areas. Soil
samples will be analyzed for contamination.

DD FORM 1391: Attached.

DISTRICT POC: David Crosby, (912) 944-5781.



1. COMPONENT , Lo v 2. DATE

Army FY 19 ¢ MlLITAl.'RY‘_CONSTRUCTION PROJECT DATA| 11 Apr 91

3. INSTALLATION AND LOCATION 4. PROJECT TITLE
Battey General Hospital " DERP_-FUDS

5.PROGRAM ELEMENT 8. CATEGORY CODE 7. PROJECT NUMBER 8. PROJECT COST ($000)

104GA04180 ] .. 54,5
9. COST ESTIMATES
ITEM um| QUANTITY :gs‘:': 30 g’,
Construction Cost ' o 35.6
Prepare an EA ' - 6.0
S&A 817 4,2
Contingency 10 % 5.5
Design Cost 6 % 3.2
-~ /"

Total Implementation Cost 54.5

10. Dexcrpuion of Propossd Conmruction

Location and removal of buried paint cans

FORAM PREVIOUS EDITIONS MAY BE USED INTERNALLY ~
DD (ptc 16 TN UNTIL EXHAUSTED ' PAQGE NO.
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